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§404.955

the recommended decision to the Ap-
peals Council.

[45 FR 52081, Aug. 5, 1980, as amended at 51
FR 303, Jan. 3, 1986; 54 FR 37792, Sept. 13,
1989]

§404.955 The effect of an administra-
tive law judge’s decision.

The decision of the administrative
law judge is binding on all parties to
the hearing unless—

(a) You or another party request a re-
view of the decision by the Appeals
Council within the stated time period,
and the Appeals Council reviews your
case;

(b) You or another party requests a
review of the decision by the Appeals
Council within the stated time period,
the Appeals Council denies your re-
quest for review, and you seek judicial
review of your case by filing an action
in a Federal district court;

(c) The decision is revised by an ad-
ministrative law judge or the Appeals
Council under the procedures explained
in §404.987;

(d) The expedited appeals process is
used;

(e) The decision is a recommended
decision directed to the Appeals Coun-
cil; or

() In a case remanded by a Federal
court, the Appeals Council assumes ju-
risdiction under the procedures in
§404.984.

[45 FR 52081, Aug. 5, 1980, as amended at 51
FR 303, Jan. 3, 1986; 54 FR 37792, Sept. 13,
1989]

§404.956 Removal of a hearing request
from an administrative law judge to
the Appeals Council.

If you have requested a hearing and
the request is pending before an admin-
istrative law judge, the Appeals Coun-
cil may assume responsibility for hold-
ing a hearing by requesting that the
administrative law judge send the
hearing request to it. If the Appeals
Council holds a hearing, it shall con-
duct the hearing according to the rules
for hearings before an administrative
law judge. Notice shall be mailed to all
parties at their last known address
telling them that the Appeals Council
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has assumed responsibility for the
case.

[45 FR 52081, Aug. 5, 1980, as amended at 51
FR 303, Jan. 3, 1986]

§404.957 Dismissal of a request for a
hearing before an administrative
law judge.

An administrative law judge may dis-
miss a request for a hearing under any
of the following conditions:

(a) At any time before notice of the
hearing decision is mailed, you or the
party or parties that requested the
hearing ask to withdraw the request.
This request may be submitted in writ-
ing to the administrative law judge or
made orally at the hearing.

(b)(1)(1) Neither you nor the person
you designate to act as your represent-
ative appears at the time and place set
for the hearing and you have been noti-
fied before the time set for the hearing
that your request for hearing may be
dismissed without further notice if you
did not appear at the time and place of
hearing, and good cause has not been
found by the administrative law judge
for your failure to appear; or

(if) Neither you nor the person you
designate to act as your representative
appears at the time and place set for
the hearing and within 10 days after
the administrative law judge mails you
a notice asking why you did not ap-
pear, you do not give a good reason for
the failure to appear.

(2) In determining good cause or good
reason under this paragraph, we will
consider any physical, mental, edu-
cational, or linguistic limitations (in-
cluding any lack of facility with the
English language) which you may have.

(c) The administrative law judge de-
cides that there is cause to dismiss a
hearing request entirely or to refuse to
consider any one or more of the issues
because—

(1) The doctrine of res judicata applies
in that we have made a previous deter-
mination or decision under this sub-
part about your rights on the same
facts and on the same issue or issues,
and this previous determination or de-
cision has become final by either ad-
ministrative or judicial action;

(2) The person requesting a hearing
has no right to it under §404.930;
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